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The William and Mary Law Review wishes to thank the National
Center for State Courts, Edward B. McConnell, Director, and the Mar-
shall-Wythe School of Law, William B. Spong, Jr., Dean, for their con-
stant support for this Symposium. Two individuals deserve special men-
tion: Ms. Charlotte A. Carter of the National Center and Professor John
R. Pagan of the Law School. Their contributions to this project have been
immeasurable. The Law Review staff is deeply grateful to both of them.
The first six papers appear in the order presented at the Symposium.
Due to other commitments, Judge Aldisert was unable to present his pa-
per at the Symposium; his remarks appear for the first time herein.
